REMARKS 



Reconsideration of the application is requested in view of the amendments to the claims 
and the remarks presented herein. 

The claims in the application are claims 1 to 7 and 10, all other claims having been 
cancelled. The Examiner indicated that claims 2 and 9 were drawn to allowable subject matter. 
The typographical error in claim 5 has been corrected. 

Claims 1 and 3 to 7 were rejected under 35 USC 102 as being anticipated by the Elendt et 
al patent which, according to the Examiner, discloses a valve drive comprising a hydraulic 
clearance compensation element 6 having a coupling means 13 comprising a bushing 14 and 
bores 11, 12, a locking position 16 and a flat surface stop 24, a guide sleeve 17 in bore 12 and 
another piston or locking cap 18 wherein the space on one end of the locking piston 16 of 
coupling means 13 is small and the space near the other end of the locking cap 18 is large with 
the coupling means affecting the idle stroke, the locking piston 16 having a crowned front end. 

Applicants respectfully traverse this ground of rejection since the Elendt patent in no way 
anticipates or renders obvious Applicants' invention. It should be noted that the reference does 
not disclose two coupling means which is basic for the present invention with a different idle 
stroke. The cap 18 of Fig. 1 does not bear the function as a coupling or locking means but as a 
stop means. Fig. 3 of Elendt et al shows that there are clearly disclosed equal idle strokes of the 
two opposite pistons. Applicants' invention is an intelligent contribution to decrease 
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manufacturing costs since it is required to have a fine finish merely at one coupling side and it 
can decrease the risk of faulty switch with the result of abrasive wear. In addition, the limitation 
of claim 9, wherein the one cam position is determined by a base circle contact of the cam or the 
cams, has been incorporated into claim 1 . Therefore, the reference does not anticipate or render 
obvious Applicants' invention and withdrawal of this ground of rejection is requested. 

Claims 8 and 10 were rejected under 35 USC 103 as being obvious over the Elendt et al 
patent which the Examiner concedes fails to specifically disclose a cam position during coupling 
but the Examiner deems it would have been an obvious choice to arrange the coupling means to 
occur during the base circle cam position rotation of the cam depending upon rotational stresses, 
loading factors and fluid pressure requirements. 

Applicants respectfully traverse this ground of rejection in view of the above remarks 
with respect to the anticipation rejection and, for the same reasons, the reference does not render 
the claims obvious with respect to claims 8 and 10 and withdrawal of this ground of rejection is 
requested. In view of the above remarks, it is believed that the claims clearly point out 
Applicants' patentable contribution and favorable reconsideration of the application is requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Muserlian, Lucas and Mercanti 

C/yU^h'. 

Charles A. Muserlian, 19,683 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
Tel. # (212) 661-8000 
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